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This  is  one  of  the  roost  important  Council  letters 
we  have  ever  published. 

A  “liberal”  combine  has  set  out  to  take  away 
the  property  rights  of  every  American  by  dictating 
to  the  owner  to  whom  he  may  rent  or  sell  his  prop¬ 
erty.  It  is  being  attempted  through  the  soft-sound¬ 
ing  title  of  a  “Fair  Housing  Bill,”  violation  of 
which  is  a  crime  punishable  by  fine  or  imprison¬ 
ment. 

The  American  people  have  only  to  be  alerted  in 
order  to  stop  this  tyrannical  scheme  in  its  tracks. 

Four  States  fell  for  this  Bill  this  year — Colorado. 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts  and  Oregon. 

The  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  Rhode  Island 
Legislature  and  was  backed  by  a  Urge  committee 
of  prominent  citizens.  But  one  man.  Robert  B. 
DressTT  of  Providence,  a  nationally  known  lawyer 
and  patriot  and  a  director  of  the  National  Eco¬ 
nomic  Council,  realiaed  the  dangers  involved  and 


a 

aroused  the  people  of  the  State.  A*  a  result  the  Bill 
never  even  got  out  of  committee. 

This  measure  ia  a  threat  to  personal  liberty  in 
every  State  of  the  Union.  On  July  13,  Governor 
Rockefeller  of  New  York,  addressing  the  National 
.Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Colored 
People,  promised  that,  at  the  1960  Legislative  Ses¬ 
sion,  hr  would  recommend  and  push  a  “Fair  Hous¬ 
ing  Bill.” 

If  we  want  to  retain  our  liberty,  someone  in 
every  State  must  take  the  leadership  against  this 
*  measure,  as  Mr.  Dresser  did  in  Rhode  Island.  And 
it  isnT  too  soon  to  start  now. 

Further  information  regarding  the  Rhode  Island 
experience,  including  reprints  0/  certain  of  the  ad¬ 
vertisement*  and  other  paper*  used,  mav  he  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  Robert  0.  Dresser,  IS  Westmin¬ 
ster  Street,  Providence.  R.  I. 

NATIONAL  ECONOMIC  COUNCIL  INC. 


EARLY  last  January  leaders  of  both  political 
Parties  in  the  Rhode  Island  Legislature  intro¬ 
duced  in  both  branches  a  so-called  “Fair  Housing 
Bill’'  prohibiting  discrimination  because  of  race, 
color,  religion  or  national  origin  in  the  sale  or 
rental  of  housing  accommodations  or  land,  or  in 
making  loans  with  respect  to  such  property. 

Under  the  Bill  an  owner  is  forbidden  (1)  to 
make  any  written  or  oral  inquiry  concerning  the 
race,  color,  religion  or  national  origin  of  a  pros¬ 
pective  purchaser  or  tenant,  (2)  to  refuse  to  sell  or 
rent  his  property  for  any  such  reason,  or  (3)  to 
discriminate  against  an  individual  on  any  such 
ground  in  the  terms  of  sale  or  lease.  There  are 
similar  provisions  regarding  loans.  Enforcement 
of  the  Act  is  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  against  Discrimination,  which  is  empowered 


to  act  on  its  own  initiative  or  on  complaint  of  an 
aggrieved  individual  or  an  organization  chartered 
for  the  purpose  of  combatting  discrimination  or 
racism,  or  of  safeguarding  civil  liberties.  Failure 
to  obey  a  decree  of  the  Court  entered  to  enforce  an 
order  of  the  (Urmmission  is  punishable  by  “fine  or 
imprisonment,  or  both.” 

In  short,  the  Bill  deprives  a  property  owner  of 
the  right  to  enjoy  the  benefits  of  property  owner¬ 
ship,  and  the  right  to  choose  for  himself  (he  per¬ 
sons  with  whom  he  associates  in  connection  with 
his  own  property — both  of  them  basic  rights  in  any 
free  society. 

The  Bill  was  &|»ansored  and  promoted  by  an 
organization  called  “Citizens  United  for  a  Fair 
Housing  Law  in  Rhode  Island,”  of  which  Irving 
Jay  Fain  is  the  Chairman.  Members  of  the  organi- 


CspTTKht  ISM.  N*Uon*t 


Cuuntll.  Im 


ml  ion  include  ibe  leaders  of  both  political  Fartiea, 
prominent  btnUn,  educators,  and  many  of  the 
clergy  of  all  ft;  n*. 

A  *tiii*tanl  >.1  number  of  the  members  have  since 
resigned. 

The  BiP'-nas  had  the  vigorous  support  of  Rhode 
|*Und’A  (  ltd mg  newspaper,  the  Providence  Jour 
ruil.  who?! i  ha*  by  far  the  largest  circulation  of  any 
paper  injkhe  Stale. 

During  tlie  legislative  Session  editorial*  support- 
mg  the  Hill  were  published  by  the  Providence 
Journal,  as  well  as  a  considerable  number  of  new* 
articles  declaring  the  nerd  of  better  housing  facili¬ 
ties  for  Negroes  and  calling  for  an  end  of  discrimi¬ 
nation  in  the  sale  or  renting  of  houses  because  of 
itirv,  color,  religion  or  national  origin  and  for  the 
parage  of  the  so-called  “Fair  Housing  Bill.*' 

Also,  Qumeraoi  letters  were  written  to  the  Editor 
of  the  Providence  Journal  and  Evening  Bulletin 
regarding  the  Bill.  A  majority  of  them  supported 
the  Bill,  doublle**  because  the  proponent*  were 
well  organited  and  had  the  support  of  many  of 
the  clergy  of  all  faiths.  i 

THE  movement  'is  nationwide.  A  hill  of  this 
char  arid  has  been  introduced  in  some  13  ot 
more  States.  It  indicate*  a  trend  toward  the  ulti¬ 
mate  abolition  of  the  right  of  private  property, 
which  is  (be  aim  of  Spcialism. 

While  it  has  been  made  to  appear  by  the  pro- 
lament*  of  the  measure  that  the  controversy  is 
puirly  a  Negro  question,  this  is  not  the  fact.  The 
Bill  applies  to  all  races,  and  they  are  forbidden  to 
discriminate  against  one  another  under  penalty  of 
fine  or  imprisonment. 

The  op|M»ttenl»  of  the  measure  lake  the  position 
that  if  any  race  wishes  to  live  together  in  a  house 
or  community,  whether  they  are  English,  Irish, 
Italian,  Jewish,  Yankee,  Negro,  or  any  other  race, 
they  should  he  permitted  to  do  so.  They  likewise 
hold  that  if  individuals  prefer  living  in  mixed 
racial  Iwmarholds  or  communities  they  should  be 
allowed  to  do  so.  The  rule,  they  say,  should  work 
both  ways.  Il  is  got^ernment  compulsion  to  which 
they  oh  feet. 

The  opponents  of  the  measure  say  that  if  a  per- 
anti  is  to  be  deprived  by  government  order  of  the 
right  lo  choose  his  own  associates  and  to  have  full 
enjoyment  of  his  own  property  it  is  entirely  logical 
lo  r\pecf  that  he  may  eventually  be  deprived  of 
freedom  of  speech  and  other  rights  which  he  now 
enjoys  on  the  plea  that  the  exercise  of  these  rights 
is  against  the  public  interest.  They  ask,  “Where  is 
the  line  to  lie  drawn?" 

In  tlieir  view  the  issue  is  much  broader  than 
that  of  housiug.  It  is  whether  the  American  people 


shall  have  liberty  or  eventual  serfdom  impoaed  by 
government  dictatorship. 

The  first  opposition  to  the  Bill  appeared  in  a 
letter  written  by  me  to  the  Editor  of  the  Providence 
Journal .  which  was  published  on  January  11, 
1959,  from  which  the  following  is  quoted: 

“This,  I  submit,  is  an  outrageous  and  unronrtitu- 
lions!  interference  with  the  right  of  private  property 
and  personal  freedom.  These  rights,  guaranteed  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  constitute  the 
basic  difference  between  a  free  society  and  a  Social¬ 
istic  or  Communistic  society  in  which  ibe  government 
dictates  and  the  people  obey. 

“If  a  law  of  this  sort  can  be  passed,  it  is  but  a 
short  step  to  extend  it  to  owners  who  rent  room*  or 
take  in  boarder*.  Or  does  the  bill  apply  »o  those  who 
rent  rooms?  (This  paragraph  was  stricken  from  the 
letter  as  published  by  the  Journal.) 

“Is  there  no  longer  any  respect  lor  the  Constitution 
or  for  the  concept  of  private  properly  and  personal 
freedom? 

“Have  we  at  last  reached  a  stage  in  our  country '• 
history  when  a  person  is  no  Unger  allowed  lo  choose 
his  own  associate*. — no  longer  matfer  of  hi*  own 
house  and  undisputed  owner  of  bis  own  property? 

“If  so,  a  major  step  has  been  taken  toward  the  de¬ 
struction  of  Ibe  great  American  experiment  in  indi¬ 
vidual  liberty. 

“The  issue  is  not  whether  any  racial  or  religious 
group  is  superior  or  inferior  to  another.  The  issue  is 
whether  •  person,  regardless  of  his  race  or  religion, 
is  to  be  free  to  exercise  certain  fundamental  right* 

Eua  faulted  by  the  Const  it  ut  ion.  On  this  there  -hould 
e  no  difference  of  opinion.** 

THIS  was  followed  by  a  aerie*  of  articles  which 
I  bad  published  as  advertisements  in  the  Provi¬ 
dence  Journal  and  Evening  Bulletin,  from  certain 
of  which  1  quote  as  follows: 

1.  Advertisement  dated  January  26,  1959,  and 
published  February  3  and  8. 

"Hie  so-called  'Fair  Housing  Bill*  is  baaed  upon 
the  premise  that  there  are  many  people  in  Rhode 
(■land  who  are  living  under  depressed  or  sub  standard 
housing  conditions,  and  that  this  situation  ran  and 
should  he  cured  by  prohibiting  discrimination  be¬ 
cause  of  race,  color,  rsligioa  or  national  origin  in  the 
salt  or  rental  of  housing  accommodation*  or  land,  or 
the  taking  of  mortgage*  on  such  property. 

a  a  a  a 

"The  only  offense  committed  by  the  unfortunate 
owner  i*  the  esercite  of  what  has  heretofore  been  /e- 
garried  as  inviolable  personal  rights,  namely  (1)  the 
right  to  choose  one’s  own  associate*  and  (21  the  right 
lo  enjoy  the  benefits  of  property  ownership. 

“If  these  are  not  rights  protected  by  the  Cotwtitu- 
lion  of  the  United  Stale*,  I  am  certain  that  it  is  a 
my  different  Constitution  from  what  its  authors  in¬ 
tended  snd  students  of  the  Coiwtitutmn  ha  vs  for  gen 
ers lions  supposed.  It  is  not  surprising  that  in  the 
word#  of  the  Providence  Journal.  ‘No  other  State  in 
the  Union  has  such  a  law.' 

"And  let  there  he  no  mistake,  if  this  breach  in  the 
wall  of  Constitutional  protection  la  permitted,  it  will 


be  only  a  beginning.  It  would  he  hut  a  short  step  to 
extend  the  law  to  owners  who  rent  rooms  in  their 
own  homes  or  take  in  boarders.  The  history  of  legis¬ 
lation  of  this  character  is  that  it  seldom  ends  with  the 
original  act.  This  is  but  a  beginning. 

“The  restrictions  upon  the  use  of  private  properly 
cited  by  the  proponents  of  the  Bill,  such  aa  sorting 
legislation  and  die  forbidding  of  nuisances,  ana  obvi¬ 
ously  of  a  very  different  character. 

"iTho  mould  have  thought  lhal  in  this  land  ol 
much-vaunted  freedom  teriout  consideration  mould 
ever  be  given  to  a  proposal  to  deprive  a  person  of  the 
right  to  sell  or  rent  his  house,  or  an  apartment  in  his 
house,  to  a  respectable,  law-abiding  citizen  of  his  own 
choice,  and  to  put  him  in  fail  if  he  did  so?  And  yet 
this  u  precisely  what  this  Bill  does. 

*7  wonder  if  all  those  who  have  endorsed  the  Bill 
have  fully  understood  its  provisions  and  its  possible 
consequences.  Have  they  by  any  chance  felt  that  they 
were  not  in  a  position,  or  not  likely  to  be  in  a  posi¬ 
tion ,  where  the  law  would  affect  them?" 

2.  Advertisement  dated  February  23,  1959,  and 
published  February  25  and  26. 

“Efforts  are  still  being  made  to  confute  the  real 
issue  involved  in  the  controversy  over  the  so-called 

'Fair  Housing  Bill.* 

“In  an  editorial  published  in  the  Providence  Sun - 
day  Journal  for  February  22nd  under  the  heading 
'LippiU  Hill  Challenges  Opponents  of  the  Housing 
Bill,'  it  is  stated  that  ^Finding  housing  for  450  Negro 
families  displaced  by  the  Lippitt  Hill  redevelopment 
project  will  not  be  an  easy  job/ 

“After  observing  that  it  is  unlikely  that  the  Fair 
Housing  Bill  will  be  passed  in  time  to  meet  the  emer¬ 
gency,  the  editorial  continues:  This  fact  provide*  an 
excellent  opportunity  for  opponents  of  the  Bill  to 
prove  by  their  own  action  their  thesis  that  the  Negro 
Dousing  problem  can  be  licked  without  a  law.' 

“WHAT  AN  AMAZING  STATEMENT! 


“The  great  maw  of  opponents  of  the  Bill  are  people 
of  modest  mran»  the  owners  and  occupants  of  small 
home*,  many  of  them  two  and  three  family  houses. 
A  goodly  portion  of  dime  people  have  invested  their 
life  savings  in  these  house*,  and  are  dependent  upon 
the  rente  for  their  support.  These  are  the  people  who 
the  Journal  says  must  provide  the  housing  for  the 
displaced  Negroes,  and  not  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
whose  name*  appear  in  the  literature  of  the  ‘Gitlsena 
United  for  a  Fair  Housing  Law’  as  the  members  or 
supporter*  of  that  organisation.  Thr«e  indude  some  of 
our  leading  citixens — pervons  of  substantial  means 
with  lane  single  home*,  who  no  doubt  feel  certain 
that  the  Bill  will  not  affect  them.  I  wonder  how  many 
of  them  have  read  the  Bill. 

“I  wonder  too  if  they  were  not  induced  to  join  the 
organisation  by  its  appealing  title* — 'Citisrna  United 
For  a  Fair  Housing  lor.'  without  realising  what  they 
were  getting  into.  Who  could  ha  so  depraved  as  not 
to  l«  in  favor  of  Fair  Housing?  It  la,  uf  (nurse, 
always  open  to  a  person  to  resign  from  such  an  or¬ 
ganisation  if  he  feels  he  has  made  a  mistake. 

**/t  Is  about  time  that  this  Bill  be  called  by  its  right 
name— A  Bill  To  Destroy  Individual  Liberty  and  Cro¬ 
at*  Disunity  in  the  USJ.9 


“A a  I  have  again  and  amain  pointed  out,  the  issue 
is  not  whether  relief  should  ha  afforded  the  unfortu¬ 
nate  people  who  need  it.  Of  course  it  should  be  pro¬ 
vided — hut  by  the  usual  government  and  charitable 
channels,  and  not  by  the  people  who  own  house*. 

" The  issue,  and  the  only  issue ,  is  whether  the  indi¬ 
vidual  should  be  deprived  of  rights  which  are  essential 
lo  his  freedom,  the  loss  of  which  would  constitute  a 
major  step  toward  the  cslabluhn0nt  of  a  fully  socml- 

Tf  an  owner,  rrsardlasa  of  hie  wishes,  must  umkr 
penally  of  fine  and  imprisonment  accept  aa  a  pur¬ 
chaser  or  tenant  a  person  he  docs  not  want,  how  can 
it  be  said  lhal  such  a  person  is  free?  flu  is  the  one 
and  only  issue,  and  people  should  not  be  misled  by 
all  the  propaganda  to  the  contrary." 

3.  Advertisement  dated  March  17,  1959,  and  pub¬ 
lished  March  22. 

“Letters  to  the  editor  continue  to  be  published 
urging  the  passage  of  the  so-celled  ’Fair  Housing 
Bill*  and  denouncing  its  opponents.  Theae  Idlers  per¬ 
sist  in  ignoring  the  reel  issue,  which  is  the  right  of 
private  property  and  individual  freedom.  They  con¬ 
tinue  to  harp  on  the  plight  of  the  Negroes  and  the 
need  of  providing  better  booaing  conditions  tor  them, 
which  is  oot  the  isaoe  at  aU.  they  further  insist  on 
integration  in  housing  which  means  forcing  people  lo 
live  together  whether  they  want  to  or  not  If  people 
wish  to  live  together,  they  should  be  permitted  to  do 
so,  but  they  should  wot  be  forced  to  do  so  against 
their  will. 

“The  tame  old  line  lhal  ’human  rights’  are  ‘roorr 
sacred  than  property  rights'  is  continually  •treseed. 
although  a  moment’*  thought  would  reveal  the  utter 
absurdity  of  Utah  a  distinction. 

a  •  a  a 

“The  Houaing  Bill  ,trihm  at  lha  right  ol  private 
property  which  l.  the  keystone  of  dm  eennomie  ,t,lem 
of  private  enterprise  ami  of  our  system  of  contfhu 
t tonal  government.  Destroy  that  n*ht  and  w»  descend 
to  the  degradation  and  daptir  of  the  dmputtc  .octal 
ift  at  at,. 


"Don’t  think  that  thia  la  jua  a  Senvmt  of  my  iro 
agination.  A  very  comprtrnt  Judge  of  ouch  matter,  in 
our  nation',  capital,  commenting  upon  lha  Rhode 
I  .la  ml  Bill,  morally  wrote  ea  follow, 

‘I  had  heard  that  ..mtlar  tabulation  waa  pendln, 
in  several  of  the  vlalea.  It  (a,  of  cuwnr.  completely 
doaruriive  of  the  right  of  property  and  ia  a  lotm 
of  nationalisation  of  private  property. 

Tlua  aaMtllt  upon  the  right  of  proprriv  in  thia 
country  haa  prevailed  in  aome  arm,  and  I  predict 
that  it  will  be  quickly  followed  by  ether  effort, 
which  can  but  eventuate  in  e  net ionalim lion  of 
property  end  e  dirtalnrohip  akin  to  tkal  which  pro 
vaiU  in  Soviet  ituwua.' 

a  a  a  o 

"The  Iroue  involved  in  the  pram  rontrnrony  ia  far 
ireaier  lha  a  the  impart  of  thu  legielarion  upon  the 
people  of  Rhode  Iaiand.  Aa  a  country-wide  movement 
it  constitute,  a  arrioua  throat  to  our  entire  economic 
oyatem  and  our  system  of  conatitutlonal  government 
under  which  the  United  Slate,  ha,  become  the  nehrwl 
and  moat  proeprroue  country  in  the  world  with  lha 


trident  distribution  of  wealth  among  it*  people  that 
lb*  world  be*  cwr  known. 

"Are  we  going  to  scrap  ihia  system  or  praerte  it? 
Tbonr  who  Mleve  it  should  U  prmved  will  oppose 
the  Housing  Dili,  in  any  form  whatsoever,  no  muter 
how  'watered  down  U  may  he. 

•*il  IS  unthinkable  that  any  legudatme  competed  of 
runsticutiou*,  jttteiotk  Ameriran*  would  prrr  peas 
the  Housing  Bill,  whether  in  lU  present  form  or  any 
•Hhrr  form.  Lien  though  ‘watered  dowu.'  It  would 
ronwitute  hot  a  beginning  and  the  pressure  would  be 
iwiUnually  renewed  in  Ih*  future  to  extend  it  to  the 
utmost  limits.” 

4.  Adtrcrtiscmcnt  dated  April  2,  1959,  and  pub- 
Inhcd  April  5. 

"An  article  in  the  Providence  Sunday  Journal  for 
March  15  stale* ; 

'Rhode  Island,  which  is  considering  Fair  Hour 

log  legislation,  is  only  ooe  of  13  states  in  which 

similar  legislation  is  pending.’ 

"And  theiLtci  are  named. 

"It  ia  «U  .ihranl  that  in  Colorado  and  Maasachu- 
art  la,  two  .tat#*  in  which  Irgialalirp  action  haa  been 
taken,  t^  ir  waa  little  or  no  opposition.  The  reason 
imdoul'f.  <Jlj  waa  that  the  real  purpose  and  effect  of 
the  tn/Uure  were  not  understood  and  that  the  legis¬ 
ts  lion  <«  as  slipped  through  without  the  people  or  the 
rormlwr*  of  the  legislature  being  aware  of  its  true 
rbarWlrr.  There  la  grave  danger  that  this  will  happen 
in  other  Status." 

5.  AdvntUcmrnt  dated  April  27,  1959,  and  pub- 
Hiked  April  29  and  May  3 . 

"MASSACHUSETTS  BILL 

“In  article*  published  in  the  Providence  Evening 
Bulletin  on  April  22  and  24,  the  story  la  told  of  bow 
the  Bill  was  pSso^by  the  Ma*achusrtta  Legislature 
on  a  voicr  vote  without  debate,  with  no  recorded  op¬ 
position  and  with  little  of  do  public  opposition.  The 
strategy  used  by  the  proponents,  the  Massachusetts 
(aimnnttra  for  hair  Housing  Practices  Legislation,  waa 
atmita  to  that  uged  by  its  counterpart  in  Rhode  Island. 
The  passage  of  the  Bill  in  Massachusetts  ia  hailed  by 
i he  proponents  of  the  Rhode  Inland  Bill  as  a  peal 
victory  and  as  establishing  a  precedent  that  should  be 
tallowed  here. 

"Of  course  tin*  Bill  named,  and  the  reason  waa  that 
the  Massachusetts  public  did  not  understand  its  real 
nature  and  iia  consequences.  Had  they  understood,  the 
Rill  never  would  have  been  enacted. 

"The  Bulletin  articles  commend  the  clever  way  ta 
which  the  nutter  was  ha  rolled  bv  the  proponents. 
Credit  for  the  success  is  attributes  in  large  measure 
to  the  ‘quiet  gradualist  approach/  By  ’quiet’  ia  meant, 
I  Miprf’w,  that  as  little  publicity  as  possible  waa  given 
to  I  nr  mallet.  Bv  'gradual}**  approach'  ia  meant  the 
acerplancr  of  a  leaa  drastic  Bill  than  desired  aa  a  be¬ 
ginning  with  the  expectation  of  more  later.  A*  I  have 
pointed  out  in  aa  flier  articles,  this  is  the  usual  course 
of  legislation  of  this  sort,— a  small  beginning  with 
further  expansion  from  time  to  lime  until  the  ultimate 
objective  is  fully  achieved.  Such  legislation  mutt  be 
*h>ff*d  hJ  the  Iwginning.  tl  must  not  be  accepted  in 
any  form,  however  harmless  U  mm  appear. 

“All  that  is  required  to  prevent  the  enactment  of 


euch  legislation  ia  for  the  people  to  usdenusd  its 
nature  and  effect.  What  haa  happened  in  Maasadro- 
setu  and  earlier  in  Colorado  could  not,  I  am  con¬ 
vinced,  happen  here,  for  the  reaaon  that  the  public  of 
this  Stole  are  aware  of  the  evil  nature  and  conae- 
qoenews  of  the  proposed  legislation  and  are  over¬ 
whelmingly  opposed  to  iia  passage  in  any  form. 

•‘Incidentally,  it  should  be  noted  that  similar 
legislation  failed  to  pass  in  New  York  this  year. 

•  •  •  a 

"INTEGRATION  IN  HOUSING. 

"The  proponents'  continued  insistence  on  forced  in¬ 
tegration  in  homing  displays  a  callous  disregard  for 
individual  freedom.  To  force  people  to  live  together 
against  their  wishes  ia  a  gross  violation  of  a  basic 
right  without  which  a  person  cannot  be  said  to  he 
free. 

"LOSS  OF  FREEDOM. 

"For  some  yean  we  have  seen  the  right*  of  the  in¬ 
dividual  in  this  country  being  steadily  whittled  away 
and  the  power*  of  government  increased.  And  now 
we  have  this  major  assault  on  the  right  of  private 
property.  Unins  this  (rend  ia  promptly  checked,  the 
inevitable  out  came  will  be  lbs  abolition  of  the  right 
of  private  property.  lots  of  the  people's  liberty  and 
the  establishment  of  a  fully  socialised  state  with  its 
autocratic  government. 

"What  an  end  this  would  be  to  the  greatest  experi¬ 
ment  in  individual  liberty  ever  tried  by  man! 

"Seven  and  a  half  centuries  ago,  the  Baron*  at 
Runnyincde  wrung  from  King  John  the  Magna  Carta, 
regarded  aa  the  beginning  of  individual  liberty  among 
the  English  speaking  people.  During  the  centuries  fol¬ 
lowing,  a  continual  struggle  was  waged  to  free  the  in¬ 
dividual  from  the  domination  of  the  Mate  and  make 
the  people,  not  the  government,  the  master. 

"Our  Declaration  of  Independence  was  a  demand 
for  lew  governmental  interference  in  the  lives  of  the 
citizens,  and  the  Revolutionary  War  was  fought  for 
the  purpose  of  enforcing  this  demand. 

“But  now  in  the  last  several  decades  we  have  wit¬ 
nessed  the  amazing  and  distressing  spectacle  of  a  trend 
hack  toward  autocratic  government  advocated  and  pro¬ 
moted  by  persona  who  call  themselves  ‘Liberals’  and 
who  denounce  their  opponent*  as  ‘Reactionaries/  Had 
anyone  prior  to  this  recent  period  suggested  that  King 
John  waa  a  ’Liberal'  and  that  the  Barons  at  Runnv- 
mede  and  those  who  have  sinew  carried  on  the  struggle 
to  limit  the  power  of  the  state  were  ‘Keactionariea,7  he 
would  have  been  regarded  a*  a  fit  subject  for  an  in¬ 
sane  asylum.  How  easily  are  the  people  fooled  by 
mare  titles! 

“Socialism  haa  never  worked.  It  will  ruin  any 
nation  that  adopts  it. 

"Freedom,  the  antithesis  of  aoriairim,  haa  hern  well 
defined  aa  ’the  right  of  the  individual  to  work  oat  his 
dswtiny,  with  whatever  capacities  lie  possesses,  without 
interference  from  government  beyond  dial  necessary 
to  prevent  him  from  interfering  with  the  freedom  of 
other*.’  (The  Freeman,  September,  19S4.> 

"  ‘American*  will  net  vote  tbrawekro  -ah  of  Inw- 
dom  with  their  eyrn  open.  But  with  their  eyas  half 
opeu  they  can  be  fooled  and  bit  by  bit  the  right  of 
private  ownership  can  be  pulled  genth  away  from 
them/  I  Dr.  Coorpe  S.  Benson.  President  of  Harding 
College.) 


"THIS  MUST  NOT  BE  ALLOWED  TO  HAPPEN 
HERE." 

6.  Advertisement  dated  May  7,  1959 ,  and  pub¬ 
lished  May  10. 

"NATURE  OF  OPPOSITION. 

"There  appear*  to  be  a  misunderstanding  on  the 
part  of  some  ol  our  dtiaras  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
opposition  to  the  so-called  'Fair  Housing  UilL'  It  is  not 
in  any  tense  a  matter  of  emotion  that  unit  disappear 
with  the  passage  of  time. 

“The  opposition  ia  based  upon  a  firm  conviction 
that  the  real  issue  Is  the  preservation  of  individual 
liberty.  TVi*  was  the  issue  that  prompted  the  Declara¬ 
tion  of  Independence.  It  was  the  came  for  which  the 
Revolutionary  War  waa  fought 

“That  people  should  be  indignant  at  an  aasault  upon 
their  freedom  should  cause  no  surprise.  A  burglar  who 
trie*  to  break  into  a  house  will  lie  resisted  by  any 
redbioodrd  owner  with  all  the  power  at  his  command 
Further  attempt*  will  be  met  with  like  reristonre.  It 
ia  not  a  matter  of  emotion,  but  a  matter  of  srlf 
defense. 

"MISLEADING  TITLE  OF  HOUSING  BILL 

"In  these  day*  whm  there  are  so  many  important 
and  complicated  issue*  liefore  the  country,  it  i»  un¬ 
derstandable  that  person*,  misled  by  the  appealing 
title  of  a  proposal,  such  a*  ‘Fair  Housing.’  should  en 
dorse  it  without  a  full  examination  of  it*  term*.  It  ia 
to  be  hoped,  however,  that  all  such  person*  when  they 
have  become  fully  aware  of  the  facts,  will  withdraw 
their  endorsement,  a*  many  have  already  done. 
"PROPERTY  RIGHTS  VERSUS  HUMAN  RIGHTS 
“The  proponents  of  the  flouring  Bill  sdU  continue 
to  declare  that  ‘human  rights'  are  ’more  sacred  than 
property  right*.’  despite  the  absurdity  of  the  distinc 
lion.  Property  itself  has  neither  rights  nor  value,  save 
only  aa  human  intrrert*  are  involved.  There  am  no 
right*  hut  human  rights,  and  what  are  ^ckrn  of  a* 
property  right*  are  only  the  human  right*  of  individ¬ 
ual*  to  property. 

The  ownership  of  property  ia  the  right  for  which, 
above  all  others,  the  common  man  haa  struggled  in 
hi*  slow  ascent  from  serfdom 


‘A  man  without  property  rights — without  the  right 
to  the  product  of  hi*  own  labor — is  not  a  free  roan 
He  can  exist  only  through  the  aenrroailv  or  forbear¬ 
ance  of  other*.’ "  (Essay  by  Paul  L  Poirot,  of  the 
Foundation  for  Economic  Education.) 

“PERMANENT  ORGANIZATION. 

•  a  a  a 

"Many  have  expressed  a  desire  to  form  a  permanent 
organization  to  safeguard  individual  liberty  and  to 
nppn«e  the  passage  ol  legislation  designed  to  destroy 
or  restrict  that  liberty  The  Housing  Bill  in  its  present 
or  any  other  form  is  a  measure  of  this  character 
"Such  aa  organization  should  be  formed.  It  would. 
I  am  confident,  attract  the  support  of  thousands  of  our 
citizen*  who  would  on  all  occasion*  and  without  re¬ 
gard  to  political  afiliation*  make  the  nre«rvatinn  of 
individual  liberty  paramount  to  all  outer  iuun 
"It  Is  my  intention  to  subrail  for  conrideration  a 
plan  for  such  an  organization." 


DURING  the  legislative  session  a  petition  op¬ 
posing  passage  of  the  so-called  “Fair  Hous¬ 
ing  Bill”  in  any  form  whatsoever  waa  circulated, 
and  coupon*  were  attached  to  newspaper  adver¬ 
tisement*  expressing  the  individual**  oppoait ion  to 
tbc  Bill  and  hi*  desire  to  join  in  tbe  petition  against 
it.  By  mean*  of  tbe  petition*  ami  coupon*  over 
5400  signatures  were  secured.  Mimeographed 
copies  of  the  petition  with  the  signature*  obtained 
from  lime  to  time  were  sent  to  the  Governor  of  the 
State,  to  the  member*  of  the  General  Assembly, 
and  to  certain  other  individual*.  In  all,  seven 
batches  of  signatures  were  mailed  to  this  list. 

Al*o,  an  excellent  pamphlet  containing  a  list  of 
"Question*  and  Answers  on  the  so-called  'Fail 
Housing  Bill*  ”  was  prepared  for  The  Rhode 
Island  Stair  Association  of  Real  Estate  Board* 
and  The  Home  Builder*  Association  of  Rhode  la- 
land  by  John  V.  Kean,  a  law  partner  of  mine 
This  was  published  as  an  advertisement  during 
March,  and  was  also  widely  distributed. 

On  May  26,  1959,  the  General  Assembly  ended 
its  Session  without  tbe  Bill  being  reported  out  of 
either  tbe  Senate  or  House  committee  lo  which  it 
had  been  referred. 

The  proponents,  however,  have  publicly  stated 
that  they  "are  more  determined  than  ever”  to  push 
for  it*  passage  next  year. 

During  the  legislative  Scoaiou  the  proponent* 
were  given  two  hearings  before  the  House  Judi 
ciary  Committee. 

The  opponents  were  given  a  hearing  before  that 
(.omjnittee  on  February  20.  I*  was  an  evening 
hearing,  held  in  the  House  Chamber,  ami  wa»  at¬ 
tended  by  more  than  500  persons,  the  large*:  nutti 
ber  ever  lo  attend  a  legislative  committee  hearing 
in  the  Stale  of  Rhode  Island.  Twenty  penon*  spoke 
against  (he  measure. 

On  February  10,  tbe  Pawtucket  Real  Estate 
Board  voted  262  to  oppose  tbe  Bill.  Frank  A. 
Martin,  Jr.,  tbe  President,  and  Charles  H.  Lawton, 
Jr.,  a  prominent  member,  with  a  number  of  other 
aMociatea,  became  greatly  interested,  and  with 
John  V.  Kean  played  a  prominent  pan  in  defeating 
the  legislation.  One  of  the  highlights  of  the  cam 
paign  was  a  mass  meeting  at  the  Tolman  High 
School  in  Pawtucket  on  the  evening  of  March  25. 
arranged  by  them,  which  was  attended  by  about 
500  persons. 

Throughout  the  controversy  very  effective  work 
against  the  Bill  was  done  by  Edwin  T.  ScaUon  pf 
Providence. 

THE  proponents  of  this  Inpdation  are  well  or¬ 
ganized,  apparently  well  financed,  and  de¬ 
termined  to  secure  tbe  enactment  of  this  legislation 
throughout  the  country. 


An  organization  called  “National  Committer 
Against  Uiftcrimitiation  in  Housing,”  located  at  35 
West  32nd  Street,  New  York  City,  appear*  to  be 
taking  a  leading  part  in  the  movement. 

The  following  i»  quoted  from  a  letter  sent  out 
that  organization  under  date  of  May  26,  1959, 
signed  bv  “Eleanor  Roosevelt”  and  “Jackie  Rob¬ 
inson’1:  **  , 

"Dear  Friend: 

Haw  v-m  hoard  lhe  gm«d  news?  Colorado,  Ma**«- 
ctiudelK  DfCgon,  and  Connecticut  have  ju*4  joined  New 
York  Citv  and  Pittsburgh  in  pasaipg  state  laws  barring 
•liiM-ritninalion  in  privat*  bousing.  Ten  years  ago  even 
i lie  most  -tarry  -eyed  would  not  nave  predicted  this. 

"T<>dav  couinninilirs  across  tt»e  nation  are  stirring, 
i  righltor*  arr  organizing,  articles  are  appearing  in 
national  magazines.  There  it  a  coaat-to-eoast  move¬ 
ment  to  break  down  the  hamer*.  V 

“Tin-  National  Committee  Against  Db-rritni nation 
in  Housing  has  for  ten  years  played  a  key  roll  in  alert¬ 
ing.  educating,  informing,  ami  -iimulating  communi¬ 
ties  over  the  nation  to  CWtihat  residential  segregation. 
•  •  •  * 

“Me  believe  the  Nt  DH  program  i*  basic  to  the 
whole  Civil  Rights  Challenge.” 

On  the  reverse  side  of  this  letter  appears  the 
following  li-t  of  the  Committee's  “Member  Organi¬ 
zations": 

\  males  muted  Clothing  Vi  nrkers  of  America.  AFL- 
CIO;  American  Civil  [jfwrties  Union;  American 
Council  on  Human  Rights;  American  Kthical  Union; 
American  friends  Service  Committee;  American  Jew¬ 
ish  t  ommitlee;  American  Jewish  Congress;  Ameri¬ 
can  Vews|iaper  Guild,  AFL-CIO;  American  Veterans 
t  ommitlee;  Americans  for  Democratic  Action;  Anti- 
Defamation  League  of  B'nai  B’rithj  Congregational 
Christian  Churches.  Council  of  Social  Action  and 
Race  Relations  Dr)tarli»mt.  Hoard  of  Home  Missions; 
Cooperative  League  of  the  USA;  Friendship  House; 


International  Ladies'  Garment  Workers'  Union,  AFL- 
CIO;  International  Union  of  Electrical;  Radio  and 
Machine  Workers,  AFL-C10;  Jewish  Labor  Commit¬ 
tee;  League  for  Industrial  Democracy;  The  Methodist 
Church,  Woman's  Division  of  Christian  Service;  Mi¬ 
gration  Division,  Puerto  Rican  Department  of  Labor; 
National  Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Colored 
People;  National  Association  of  Intergroup  Relations 
Officials;  National  Council  of  Negro  Women;  Na¬ 
tional  Council  of  Churches  of  Christ,  Race  Relations 
Deportment ;  National  Urban  League;  Presbyterian 
Chimb.  USA.  Department  of  Social  Education  and 
Action;  United  Auto  Workers  of  America,  AFL-CIO; 
United  Steel  Workers  of  America,  AFL-CIO. 

This  legislation  is  also  supported  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Lawyers  Guild,  a>  appear*  from  the  Spring 
1958  Edition  of  its  publication,  the  lawyers  Guild 
Review,  “Special  Issue  on  Integration  in  Hous¬ 
ing.” 

AN  organization  called  the  “Committee  for  In- 
-  dividual  Liberty”  has  just  been  formed  in 
Rhode  Island,  having  as  its  initial  objective  “to 
prevent  the  passage  of  any  measure  prohibiting 
discrimination  because  of  race,  color,  religion,  or 
national  origin  in  the  sale  or  renting  of  housing 
accommodations  or  land,  or  in  making  loans  with 
respect  to  such  property.11 

The  issue  in  one  of  the  most  important  before 
the  country  today.  It  involves  no  less  than  the  pres¬ 
ervation  of  individual  liberty. 

This  legislation  can  be  defeated  if  a  sufficient 
efTort  to  inform  and  arouse  the  people  is  promptly 
made.  Otherwise,  its  passage  is  inevitable. 

Certainly  there  must  be  enough  people  in  the 
various  States  to  provide  the  leadership  and  or¬ 
ganization  necessary  to  check  this  movement. 


1ki»  Cwarit  Letter  met  hr  <J| WrW  in  nkolr  or  /ton  phmeded  dm*  ttcdtl  m  to  ike  Vananal  Brontuntc  Council,  hu  .  Empire  Stair 
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